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RECEIVED 
CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

DEC 0 7 2005 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re the Application of: Atty. Docket No.: 003797.* 7742 . 
Kenneth M Lassesen 

Serial No.: 09/309,372 Group Art Unit 2176 1 

Filed: May 11, 1999 Examiner: Nguyen, vlaikhanh 

For: Client side localizations on the World Confirmation No.: 7410 

Wide Web 

BRIEF ON APPEAL 

Mail Stop: Appeal Brief-Patents 
Commissioner of Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

This is an appeal brief in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.192 filed in support of 

applicant's November 1, 2005, Notice of Appeal. Appeal is taken from the final o Bee action 

i 

mailed August 3, 2005, and the advisory action mailed October 25, 2005. Please ;hargeiany 
necessary fees in connection with this appeal brief to our deposit account no. 19-0733. 

L REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 

i 

The owner of this application, and the real patty in interest, is Microsoft Corpo ation. 
II. RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 

i 

There are no related appeals and interferences. 

HI STATUS OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-14 remain in the application. All of the pending claims, claims 1 -14. are shown 

in the attached appendix. 

12/08/2005 FHETERI1 00000006 190733 09309372 
01 FC:1402 500.00 DA 

I 

I 
I 
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Claims 1-5 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over I einy (U.S. 

Patent 5,778,356) in view of Mnllaney (U.S. Patent 5,917,484). Claims 6-14 were rejt cted uiider 

i 

35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over Heiny. 

Applicant is appealing the rejections of claims 1-14. For the reasons sut ft rth below, 
applicant respectfully submits that the final rejection of claims 1-14 is improper and should be 
reversed. 

IV. STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

The Amendment filed September 30, 2005, in response to the final office act on mailed 
August 3, 2005, contained an amendment, which was not entered, to claim I . 

i 

V. SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 

In making reference herein to various portions of the specification and drawin ;s in order 
to explain the claimed invention (as required by 37 C.F.R. § 41.37(c)(lXv)), applicai t does' not 
intend to limit the claims; all references to the specification and drawings are illustra ive unless 
otherwise explicitly stated. 

I 

Embodiments of the invention are directed to enabling multiple, concurrent language 

i 

translation (i.e. localization) of Web pages within a Web browser. Users may trajislai » prepared 
pages into the languages of their choice (including double byte character sets) withou : requiring 
additional transmissions across a network. In addition, embodiments of the invention > ibviatd the 
current practice of site owners producing separate Web pages for each language to be supported. 
(Page 4, lines 15-21). j 

r 

According to embodiments of the invention, a client downloads from a server t ■anslations 
for various phrases contained in a Web page. The downloaded phrases may be transi ;rred from 

Page2ofl9 
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the server to the client in the form of a data structure. The data structure may be in a i inclulded 
file or provided by some other mechanism. Embodiments of the invention suppo] t dynamic 
changing of languages and the concurrent display of multiple languages. Phrases m ly contain 
display information (e.g. HTML tags) including localized graphics and media files. (F age 4, line 
22, through page 5, line 6). 

Once the phrase translations have been downloaded from a server to the cli< nt, a Web 
browser may replace phrases in the Web document with their corresponding phrase tr inslattons. 
The resulting Web document is then displayed by the Web browser. (Page 5, lines 7-lu), 

Using unique phrase identifiers within the document, existing phrases in the document 
are replaced with their respective translations — if translations are available. If a t*ans ation for a 
particular phrase is not available, then the original text for that phrase will be main ;ained :and 
displayed in the Web browser. (Page 1 0, lines 12-28). 

Placing various localized phrases (i.e. translations) into a single include-lile i esults in a 
single file download that may be used by various pages on a Web site without new iownldtads 
unless the translation-text changes. This may result in smaller file downloads for dyn imic pages 
where the data changes but the text remains the same (since the text for the localizatit n file tnay 
be cached by the browser). (Page 1 1 > line 32, through page 12, line 2). 

Independent claim 1 is directed to a computer-readable medium having computer- 
executable instructions for performing steps comprising: allowing a user to select a 1 inguage in 
which at least a portion of an electronic file is to be displayed (page 1 5, lines 6-23 ); re ;eiving the 
electronic file at the user's computer, wherein the electronic file's content includes a fii st plurality 
of phrases, wherein each phrase of the first plurality of phrases is expressed in a j -lurality of 

Page 3 of 19 
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languages and has a unique meaning regardless of the language in which said eacl phrase is 

. expressed (page 4, line 15, through page 5, line 10; page 8, line 19, through page 9, lii e 28; page 

11, lines 32-34); at the user's computer (page 4, line 22, through page 5, line 2; page 5, folds 7- 

10), selecting, for display to the user, from the first plurality of phrases, a second ] plurality of 

phrases that are expressed in the language selected by the user; and displaying to € ie usee the 

second plurality of phrases that are expressed in the language selected by the user ({ age 4, line 

22, through page 5, line 2; page 5, lines 7-10; page 8, line 19, through page 9, lhie 2 $; page! 12, 

line 4, through page 1 5, line 23). 

Independent claim 6 is directed to a method of providing an electronic fll-i to a user 

comprising the steps of: assigning to at least one word in the electronic file a plurality of 

identifiers, wherein each identifier corresponds to one of a plurality of respective tra islatioms in 

the electronic file for said at least one word (page 8, line 19, through page 9, line 2 i); and! at a 

receiving computer (page 4, line 22, through page 5, line 2; page 5, lines 7-10): receiving the 

electronic file from a sending computer (page 4, line 15, through page 5, line 10; pa ;e 11, lines 

32-34), allowing the user to select a language in which at least a portion of the electro, ric fileiis to 

be displayed (page 15, lines 6-23), using an identifier from the plurality of identify rs, wherein 

the identifier corresponds to the language selected by the user, to obtain, from th< respective 

translations in the electronic file, a translation, in the language selected by the user for saiid at 

least one word, inserting the translation obtained from the electronic file into :. translated 

electronic file, and displaying the translated electronic file to the user (page 4, line 22, through 

page 5, line 2; page 5, lines 7-10; page 8, line 19, through page 9, line 28; page 12, liiie 4, 

through page 1 5, line 23). 

Page 4 of 19 
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Independent claim 14 is directed to a method of displaying at least a pi rtion of a 

document in a language selected by a user, said method comprising the steps of: as$ going to a 

plurality of words in the document a plurality of identifiers, wherein each identifier c )iresponds 

to a respective one of a plurality of translations for said plurality of words (page i, line 19, 

through page 9, line 28); and at a receiving computer (page 4, line 22, through pag» 5, linb 2; 

page 5, lines 7-10): receiving the document from a sending computer (page 4, line ] 5, throbgh 

page 5, line 1 0; page 1 1 , lines 32-34), allowing a user to select a language in which tbf document 

is to be displayed (page 15, lines 6-23), using an identifier from the plurality of id aitifieis to 

select a translation from the plurality of translations for said plurality of words, base 1 upon! the 

language selected by the user, replacing the plurality of words in the document by im erting into 

the document the selected plurality of respective translations for the plurality of * /ords, land 

displaying the document to the user (page 4, line 22, through page 5, line 2; page 5, ines 7-10; 

page 8, line 19, through page 9, line 28; page 12, line 4, through page 15, line 23). 

VI. GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 

1) Claims 1-5 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable < ver H&ny 
(U.S. Patent 5,778,356) in view of Mullaney (U.S. Patent 5,917,484). ■ i 

2) Claims 6-14 were rejected under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpaten able over 
Heiny. 

VII. ARGUMENT 

A* Claims 1-5 patentably distinguish over Heiny (U.S. Patent 5,778,35 5) in view 
of Mullaney (U.S. Patent 5,917,484) because Heiny and Mullan y do not 
disclose, teach, or suggest "receiving an electronic file at the user's computer, 
wherein the electronic file's content Includes a plurality of phrase: , wheitein 

Page 5 of 19 
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each phrase of the first plurality of phrases is expressed in u p) iralityl of 
languages ♦♦. and at the user's computer, selecting, for display to the uier, 
from the first plurality of phrases, a second plurality of phraso that are 
expressed in the language selected by the user* 11 

Claim 1 recites a computer-readable medium having computer-executable instn .ctionsifbr 
performing steps comprising: allowing a user to select a language in which at least a portion of 
an electronic file is to be displayed; receiving the electronic file at the user's compute wherein 
the electronic file's content includes a first plurality of phrases, wherein each phnise i f the first 
plurality of phrases is expressed in a plurality of languages and has a unique meaning regardless 
of the language in which said each phrase is expressed; at the user's computer, sel.^ting, ifor 
display to the user, from the first plurality of phibses, a second plurality of phrase s that lare 
expressed in the language selected by the user; and displaying to the user the secoad p lurality of 
phrases that are expressed in the language selected by the user. 

Claim 1 recites that "each phrase of the first plurality of phrases is expressed in i plurality 
of languages'* and that the second plurality of phrases are: (1) "expressed in the languaj e seledted 
by the user"; and (2) selected "from the first plurality of phrases." The final office act; on mailed 
August 3, 2003, rejects claim 1 on pages 5-6, but does not address the claim language >f claim 1 
directed to selecting the second plurality of phrases "from the first plurality of phrases." J 

Moreover, in contrast to the invention as recited in claim 1, Heiny disclose . a client- 
server system in which a server computer performs server-side translation of know edge-tiase 
data before sending the data to a user's client computer for display to the user. Heiny < iscloses a 
database management system that allows various users to simultaneously access data in a 
knowledge base in different languages, (Col. 2, lines 62-65). The system provides isers with 
remote access to a knowledge base server over a network such as the Internet using « xecutdble 

Page6ofl9 j 
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i 

content in a Java enabled client based HTML interpreter or browser application. (Col. i.lineJo- 
14). The server 132 (Figure 4 and col. 8, lines 6-9) uses data structures with poi iters and 
language handles to access knowledge-base information in a language specified by the ' iser. The 
server then provides the information to the user's client computer for display to the user. 
Accordingly, Heiny teaches server-side localization (i.e., language translation), not client-side 
localization of knowledge-base data. 

Heiny and Mullaney, either alone or in combination, do not disclose, teach, cr suggest 
"receiving an electronic file at the user's computer, wherein the electronic file's content i lcludeS a 
plurality of phrases, wherein each phrase of the first plurality of phrases is expre: sed in a 
plurality of languages ... and at the user's computer, selecting, for display to the user, from the 
first plurality of phrases, a second plurality of phrases that are expressed in the languagt selected 
by the user." 

With the exception of initially displaying the names of various languages in each 
respective language, such as "English," "Duetsch," and "Espanol," Heiny teaches transrr ission of 
knowledge-base data expressed in a single user-selected language at any particular timi . Heiny 
does not teach or suggest transmission from a server to a client of a single electr mic file 
containing a first plurality of phrases, wherein each phrase of the first plurality of p irases is 
expressed in a plurality of languages such that a second plurality of phrases— each of *hich is 
expressed in a language selected by the user— can be selected from the first plurality of p irases. 

Mullaney discloses techniques for configuring a computer's "system locale," vhich is 

made up of a language, a territory, and a code set Mullaney teaches displaying th phrase 

i ! 

i 
I 

I I 
1 1 

i i 
Page 7 of 19 
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"Select your language" in multiple languages. The computer then awakes, upon rest; rt, with its 

! 

system locale set according to the language selected by the user. (Col. 3, lines 3 1 -39). 

Mullaney does not teach or suggest "receiving an electronic file at the user's computer, 
wherein the electronic file's content includes a plurality of phrases, wherein each ph rase of the 
first plurality of phrases is expressed in a plurality of languages ... and at the user's computer, 
selecting, for display to the user, from the first plurality of phrases, a second plurility of phrases 
that are expressed in the language selected by the user/' Mullaney teaches a single j hrase (i.e., 
"Select your language") expressed in multiple languages. (Col. 4, lines 18-20). Mullaney does 
not, therefore, disclose, teach, or suggest transmission from a server to a client < f a single 
electronic file containing a first plurality of phrases, wherein each phrase of the first >lurality of 
phrases is expressed in a plurality of languages such that a second plurality of phrase ; — eack of 
which is expressed in a language selected by the user— can be selected from the first >lurality of 
phrases. 

The invention as recited in claim 1 provides significant advantages over the ] dor art of 
record. Placing localized phrases (i.e. translations) into a single file results in a single (file 
download that may be used by various pages on a Web site without new downloads unless the 
translation-text changes. This may result in smaller file downloads for dynamic pages where' the 

data changes but the text remains the same (since the text for the localization file may be cached 

i 

by the browser), (Page 1 1, line 32, through page 12, line 2). Users can translate pag js into! the 
languages of their choice without requiring additional transmissions across a network (Page 4, 
lines 17-19). And, Web site owners do not need to produce separate Web page: for each 
language to be supported. (Page 4, lines 19-21). 

i 
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For at least the foregoing reasons, Heiny and Mullaney fail to establish pr ma facie 
obviousness of the invention of claim 1 because Heiny and Mullaney, either alcne or in 
combination, do not disclose, teach, or suggest "receiving an electronic file at be user's 
computer, wherein the electronic file's content includes a plurality of phrases, whe :ein each 
phrase of the first plurality of phrases is expressed in a plurality of languages . , . acd at the user's 
computer, selecting, for display to the user, from the first plurality of phrases, a secon< plurality 
of phrases that are expressed in the language selected by the user." 

Claims 2-5 properly depend upon claim 1. Therefore, claims 2-5 are in cordition for 
allowance for at least the reasons discussed above in connection with claim 1 . 

B. Claims 6-14 patentably distinguish over Heiny (U,S* Patent 5,778,35 >)♦ 

1. With respect to claim 6, Heiny does not disclose, teach, c r suggest 
performing the following steps at a receiving computer: (1) using! an 
identifier from the plurality of identifiers, wherein the identifier 
corresponds to the language selected by the user, to obtain, from Ithe 
respective translations in the electronic file, a translation, in (the 
language selected by the user, for said at least one won , and i (2) 
inserting the translation obtained from the electronic f to into a 
translated electronic file* 

Claim 6 recites a method of providing an electronic file to a user comprising tl e steps of: 
assigning to at least one word in the electronic file a plurality of identifiers, wh;rein dach 
identifier corresponds to one of a plurality of respective translations in the electronic i le for said 
at least one word; and at a receiving computer: receiving the electronic file from a sending 
computer, allowing the user to select a language in which at least a portion of the ele Mronicl file 
is to be displayed, using an identifier from the plurality of identifiers, wherein th a identifier 
corresponds to the language selected by the user, to obtain, from the respective traosla ions in the 
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electronic file, a translation, in the language selected by the user, for said at least one word, 
inserting the translation obtained from the electronic file into a translated electron c file, and 
displaying the translated electronic file to the user. 

In contrast to the invention as recited in claim 6, Heiny discloses server-side I xalization 
(i.e., language translation) of knowledge-base data, which is sent to a user's client cc mputer for 
display to the user Page 3 of the final office action mailed August 3, 2005, cites itert s 271-274, 
column 11, lines 38-44, column 12, lines 24-48, and Figure 10 in support of the com sntion' that 
Heiny teaches obtaining, at a receiving computer, a translation from the respective trai islatiorks in 
the electronic file received at the receiving computer. Applicant respectfully disagre es because 
the cited portions of Heiny are all directed to operations performed at the knowledge >ase server 
132, not at the knowledge base client 131. (Heiny, Fig, 4 and column 10, lines 13-29 . As siich, 
Heiny, either alone or in combination with the other prior art of record, does not disc ose, teiach, 
or suggest client-side localization by performing the following steps at a receiving co nputer: (1) 
using an identifier from the plurality of identifiers, wherein the identifier correspc nds to the 
language selected by the user, to obtain, from the respective translations in the electi mic file, a 
translation, in the language selected by the user, for said at least one word, and (2) it serting the 
translation obtained from the electronic file into a translated electronic file. 

Page 4 of the final office action mailed August 3, 2005, states that Heiny doe ? not teach 
"inserting the translation" and that it would have been obvious to have applied Hem} 's teaching 
to include "inserting the translation" because doing so would have provided the ca; lability for 
efficiently retrieving and displaying the document in the language selected by the user. Applicant 
agrees that Heiny does not teach "inserting the translation" but respectfully disagree s with the 
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remaining contentions in the immediately preceding sentence. The final office actic a does not 
explain how "inserting the translation" would provide the capability of increased ei ficiency in 
retrieving and displaying the document in the language selected by the user. Pag: 2 of! the 
Advisory Action mailed October 25, 2005, states that "inserting the translation" v ouid have 
provided the capability for efficiently retrieving and displaying the document in tb; language 
selected by the user "because with a translation, the user can retrieve and view a \ ebpagfe in 
his/her own language/' Applicant respectfully disagrees because the rationales set f >rth in the 
find office action and the advisory action would not have motivated a person of ordin iry skill in 
the art to add to Heiny's teaching the step of inserting, at the receiving computer, the ranslation 
obtained from the electronic file into a translated electronic file, as is recited in claim . Further, 
adding such a step to Heiny's teaching would change the principles of operation of 1 he system 
disclosed by Heiny. As such, adding "inserting the translation" to Heiny's teaching w proposed 
in the final office action does not support a proper prima facie case of obviousness of c: aim 6, 

Page 4 of the final office action mailed August 3, 2005, states further that Hein / teaching 
retrieving and displaying information based on a language handle, which correspo ids to the 
language selected by the user, suggests inserting the translation. Applicant n spectfMy 
disagrees. The final office action mailed August 3, 2005, does not explain how retrieving and 
displaying information based on a laijguage handle, which corresponds to the languag 5 selected 
by the user, suggests inserting the translation. And the Advisory Action mailed Otober t25, 
2005, does not address how retrieving and displaying information based on such a language 
handle suggests inserting, at the receiving computer, the translation obtained from the electronic 
file into a translated electronic file, as is recited in claim 1. 
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As such, neither of the rationales on page 4 of the final office action mailed 3, 

2005, either alone or in combination, set forth a convincing line of reasoning as to wh - a person 

of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to modify Heiny's disclosure as suggested 

in that office action. 

The invention as recited in claim 6 provides significant advantages over the p ior art of 
record. Placing localized phrases (Le. translations) into a single file results in a jingle file 
download that may be used by various pages on a Web site without new downloads i inless the 
translation-text changes. This may result in smaller file downloads for dynamic pages vherethe 
data changes but the text remains the same (since the text for the localization file may >e cached 
by the browser). (Page 1 1, line 32, through page 12, line 2). Users can translate page s into the 
languages of their choice without requiring additional transmissions across a network. (Pagel 4, 
lines 17-19), And, Web site owners do not need to produce separate Web pages for eafch 
language to be supported (Page 4, lines 19-21). 

For at least the foregoing reasons, Heiny fails to establish prima facie obviousn *s of the 
invention of claim 6. 

Claims 7-13 properly depend upon claim 6. Therefore, claims 7-13 are in con lition for 
allowance for at least the reasons discussed above in connection with claim 6. 



i 
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2. With respect to claim 14, Heiny does not disclose, teach, »r suggest 
performing the following two steps at the receiving com puter: (1) 
using an identifier from the plurality of identifiers t< select a 
translation from the plurality of translations for said plurality of 
words, based upon the language selected by the client, and (2) 
replacing the plurality of words in the document by instrtu g into the 
document the selected plurality of respective translations for ithe 
plurality of words. 

Claim 14 recites a method of displaying at least a portion of a document in i . language 
selected by a user, said method comprising the steps of: assigning to a plurality of w. -rds in the 
document a plurality of identifiers, wherein each identifier corresponds to a respectiv 5 one if a 
plurality of translations for said plurality of words; and at a receiving computer: (1, ) rec sivingltfae 
document from a sending computer, (2) allowing a user to select a language in vhich jthe 
document is to be displayed, (3) using an identifier from the plurality of identifiers i ) select a 
translation from the plurality of translations for said plurality of words, based upon the language 
selected by the user, (4) replacing the plurality of words in the document by msertin ; into the 
document the selected plurality of respective translations for the plurality of words and (5) 
displaying the document to the user. 

In contrast to Ihe invention as recited in claim 14, Heiny discloses server-side Io ;alizatilon 
(i.e., language translation) of knowledge-base data, which is sent to a user's client con puter for 
display to the user. Page 3 of the final office action mailed August 3, 2005, cites items 271-274, 
column 11, tines 38-44, column 12, lines 24-48, and Figure 10 in support of the contei tion that 
Heiny teaches obtaining, at a receiving computer, a translation from the respective trans ations b 
the electronic file received at the receiving computer from a sending computer, /.pplicant 
respectfully disagrees because the cited portions of Heiny are all directed to operations p rformed 
at the knowledge base server 132, not at the knowledge base client 131. (Heiny, Fi 3 . 4 and 
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column 10, lines 13-29). As such, Heiny, either alone or in combination with the oth a- prior art 
of record, does not teach or 'suggest performing the following two steps at the receiving 
computer: (1) using an identifier from the plurality of identifiers to select a translatio i ftonVthe 
plurality of translations for said plurality of words, based upon the language seleced bylthe 
client, and (2) replacing the plurality of words in the document by inserting into the doc umentthe 
selected plurality of respective translations for the plurality of words. 

The invention as recited in claim 14 provides significant advantages over the r rior art of 
record. Placing localized phrases (i.e. translations) into a single file results in. a : ingle file 
download that may be used by various pages on a Web site without new downloads uiless the 
translation-text changes. This may result in smaller file downloads for dynamic pages *here the 
data changes but the text remains the same (since the text for the localization file may >e cached 
by the browser). (Page 1 1, line 32, through page 12, line 2). Users can translate page , into the 
languages of thei* choice without requiring additional transmissions across a network. (Page' 4, 
lines 17-19). And, Web site owners do not need to produce separate Web pages for ejjch 
language to be supported. (Page 4, lines 19-21). 

For at least these reasons, Heiny fails to establish prima facie anticipation or otr iousness 
of the invention of claim 14. 
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VIII. CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1. A computer-readable medium having computer-executable ins true ions for 
performing steps comprising; 

allowing a user to select a language in which at least a portion of an electronic fi e is to be 
displayed; 

receiving the electronic file at the user's computer, wherein the electronic file * content 
includes a first plurality of phrases, wherein each phrase of the first plurality of j brases is 
expressed in a plurality of languages and has a unique meaning regardless of the lai guagein 
which said each phrase is expressed; 

at the user's computer, selecting, for display to the user, from the first plurality 0 phrasfes, 
a second plurality of phrases that are expressed in the language selected by the user; and 

displaying to the user the second plurality of phrases that are expressed in the language 
selected by the user. 

2. The computer-readable medium of claim 1 wherein the electronic file is received 
at the user's computer via the Internet. ; 

3. The computer-readable medium of claim 1 wherein the electronic file is f n HTML 
document 

4. The computer-readable medium of claim 3 wherein a Web browser dis days the 
HTML document to the user. 

Page 15 of 19 j 



PAGE 18/22 ' RCVD AT 12/7/2005 5:46:22 PNI [Eastern Standard Time] * SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/29 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID: 1 31 24635001 * DURATION (mm-ssj:0644 



12/07/2005 16:50 FAX 13124635001 



BANNER & WITCOFF 



[gj 019/022 



Appln.No.: 09/309,372 

Appeal Brief dated December 7, 2005 

5. The computer-readable medium of claim 4 wherein the Web browser ti instates at 
least a portion of the HTML document into the language selected by the user. 

6. A method of providing an electronic file to a user comprising the steps c f: 
assigning to at least one word in the electronic file a plurality of identifiers, wh srein ekch 

identifier corresponds to one of a plurality of respective translations in 1he electronic fi le for said 
at least one word; and 

at a receiving computer; 

receiving the electronic file from a sending computer, 

allowing the user to select a language in which at least a portion of the slectrobic 
file is to be displayed, ' 

using an identifier from the plurality of identifiers, wherein the identifier 
corresponds to the language selected by the user, to obtain, from the fcspectSve 
translations in the electronic file, a translation, in the language selected by the user, for 
said at least one word* 

inserting the translation obtained from the electronic file into a translated 
electronic file, and 

displaying the translated electronic file to the user. 

7. The method of claim 6 wherein the electronic file is an HTML documem 

8. The method of claim 7 wherein the translation for said at least one won is stored 
in a data structure on a server. 

9. The method of claim 8 wherein the data structure is an array. 
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10. The method of claim 9 wherein the translated HTML document is disj Jayed by a 
Web browser. 

i 

11. The method of claim 10 wherein the translated HTML document is i rovidek to 
the user via the Internet. 

12. The method of claim 7 wherein a plurality of words in the HTML. do» ument are 
assigned a plurality of identifiers that correspond to said translation. 

13. The method of claim 7 wherein a plurality of phrases in the HTML dot ument are 
assigned a plurality of identifiers that correspond to said translation. 

14. A method of displaying at least a portion of a document in a language t sleeted by 
a user, said method comprising the steps of: 

assigning to a plurality of words in the document a plurality of identifiers, wh -rein each 
identifier corresponds to a respective one of a plurality of translations for said plurality of wotds; 
and 

at a receiving computer: j 
receiving the document from a sending computer, 

allowing a user to select a language in which the document is to be displ tyed, 
using an identifier from the plurality of identifiers to select a translutioi from the 

plurality of translations for said plurality of words, based upon the language s> lectediby 

the user, 

replacing the plurality of words in the document by inserting into the iocumlfcnt 
the selected plurality of respective translations for the plurality of words, and 
displaying the document to the userr 
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IX. EVIDENCE APPENDIX 

None. 
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X. RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

None, 



19- 



PAGE 22/22 * RCVD AT 12/7/2005 5:46:22 PM [Eastern Standard Time] 1 SVR:USPTO€FXRF-6/29 * DNISOTOO * CSID:13124635Q01 1 DURATION (mm-ss):06-44 



